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Smithsonian Institution and the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts. Docu-
mentary materials from the project in-
clude field notes; sound, motion pic-
ture, and video records; and 30,000
black and white negatives and color
transparencies. The project also re-
sulted in a book, ‘‘Buckaroos in Para-
dise: Cowboy Life in Northern Ne-
vada,’’ an exhibit of the same name at
the Smithsonian Institution, and a vid-
eodisc, ‘‘The Ninety-Six: A Cattle
Ranch in Northern Nevada.’’

In 1989 and 1990, the Center conducted
a field research project documenting
the culture and traditions of Italian-
Americans in the West, which cul-
minated in a traveling exhibition and
companion book of essays. The docu-
mentary material created during the
project includes recordings, photo-
graphs, architectural drawings, and
other documents from central Nevada.
These are just some examples of the
work that the Center does in my State
of Nevada. However, the Center pro-
vides this sort of work for each State’s
unique history.

The Center is not only a place where
history is preserved, it is also a viable
working institution which provides a
wealth of information from where
American artists can draw upon and
use these valuable resources. Micky
Hart, drummer for the Greatful Dead,
has found unreleased and forgotten
world music in the archives. This past
spring he released his second CD of
such sounds, ‘‘Music of the Gods,’’ a
collection of gamelan music acquired
from the Fiji Islanders just before
World War II.

The Center is heavily used by artists,
historians, and people who simply
enjoy learning about our country’s cul-
tures. It has successfully performed its
duties on minimal funding over the
years, and has made great efforts in
generating private funds. The Center
has demonstrated its dedication to the
preservation of American folklife and
culture, and greatly deserves the reau-
thorization our legislation provides.∑
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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 21

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the
name of the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
KEMPTHORNE] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 21, a bill to terminate the United
States arms embargo applicable to the
Government of Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

S. 607

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
names of the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. HEFLIN] and the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. PRYOR] were added as co-
sponsors of S. 607, a bill to amend the
Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 to clarify the liability of
certain recycling transactions, and for
other purposes.

S. 743

At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the
name of the Senator from New York

[Mr. D’AMATO] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 743, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a
tax credit for investment necessary to
revitalize communities within the
United States, and for other purposes.

S. 770

At the request of Mr. DOLE, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. COCHRAN] and the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. ROTH] were added as co-
sponsors of S. 770, a bill to provide for
the relocation of the United States
Embassy in Israel to Jerusalem, and
for other purposes.

S. 847

At the request of Mr. GREGG, the
name of the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. FRIST] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 847, a bill to terminate the agricul-
tural price support and production ad-
justment programs for sugar, and for
other purposes.

S. 955

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
names of the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
SIMON] and the Senator from Alaska
[Mr. MURKOWSKI] were added as cospon-
sors of S. 955, a bill to clarify the scope
of coverage and amount of payment
under the medicare program of items
and services associated with the use in
the furnishing of inpatient hospital
services of certain medical devices ap-
proved for investigational use.

S. 959

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. COCHRAN] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 959, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to encourage
capital formation through reductions
in taxes on capital gains, and for other
purposes.

S. 1000

At the request of Mr. BURNS, the
name of the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
COATS] was added as a cosponsor of S.
1000, a bill to amend the Internal Reve-
nue Code of 1986 to provide that the de-
preciation rules which apply for regu-
lar tax purposes shall also apply for al-
ternative minimum tax purposes, to
allow a portion of the tentative mini-
mum tax to be offset by the minimum
tax credit, and for other purposes.

S. 1006

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. COCHRAN] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1006, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to simplify
the pension laws, and for other pur-
poses.

SENATE RESOLUTION 146

At the request of Mr. JOHNSTON, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. COCHRAN] and the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. HELMS] were added
as cosponsors of Senate Resolution 146,
a resolution designating the week be-
ginning November 19, 1995, and the
week beginning on November 24, 1996,
as ‘‘National Family Week,’’ and for
other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1801

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN the
names of the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
KEMPTHORNE] and the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. CRAIG] were added as co-
sponsors of Amendment No. 1801 pro-
posed to S. 21, a bill to terminate the
United States arms embargo applicable
to the Government of Bosnia and
Herzegovina.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 154—RELAT-
ING TO ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT ASSESSMENTS

Mr. PELL submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 154

Whereas in 1978 the Senate adopted Senate
Resolution 49, calling on the United States
Government to seek the agreement of other
governments to a proposed global treaty re-
quiring the preparation of Environmental
Impact Assessments for any major project,
action, or continuing activity that may be
reasonably expected to have a significant ad-
verse effect on the physical environment or
environmental interests of another nation or
a global commons area;

Whereas subsequent to the adoption of
Senate Resolution 49 in 1978, the United Na-
tions Environment Programme Governing
Council adopted Goals and Principles on En-
vironmental Impact Assessment calling on
governments to undertake comprehensive
Environmental Impact Assessments in cases
in which the extent, nature, or location of a
proposed activity is such that the activity is
likely to significantly affect the environ-
ment;

Whereas Principle 17 of the Rio Declara-
tion on Environment and Development,
adopted at the United Nations Conference on
Environment and Development in 1992,
states that Environmental Impact Assess-
ments as a national instrument shall be un-
dertaken for proposed activities that are
likely to have a significant adverse impact
on the environment and are subject to a de-
cision of the competent national authority;

Whereas on October 7, 1992, the Senate
gave its advice and consent to the Protocol
on Environmental Protection to the Ant-
arctic Treaty, which obligates parties to the
Antarctic Treaty to require Environmental
Impact Assessment procedures for proposed
activities in Antarctica; and

Whereas the United States is a signatory
to the 1991 United Nations Economic Com-
mission for Europe’s Convention on Environ-
mental Impact Assessment in a
Transboundary Context, a regional treaty
that calls for the use of Environmental Im-
pact Assessments as necessary tools to mini-
mize the adverse impact of certain activities
on the environment, particularly in a
transboundary context: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that—

(1) the United States Government should
encourage the governments of other nations
to engage in additional regional treaties,
along the lines of the 1991 United Nations
Economic Commission for Europe’s Conven-
tion on Environmental Impact Assessment
in a Transboundary Context, regarding spe-
cific transboundary activities that have ad-
verse impacts on the environment of other
nations or a global commons area; and

(2) such additional regional treaties should
ensure that specific transboundary activities
are undertaken in environmentally sound
ways and under careful controls designed to
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avoid or minimize any adverse environ-
mental effects, through requirements for En-
vironmental Impact Assessments where ap-
propriate.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President many of my
colleagues know of the interest that I
have long had in the protection of the
global commons. As early as 1967 I in-
troduced resolutions containing draft
treaty language that eventually re-
sulted in treaties banning the emplace-
ment of weapons of mass destruction
on the seabed floor and the use of envi-
ronmental modification techniques in
warfare.

In 1978, a resolution that I had intro-
duced in 1977 was adopted by the Sen-
ate, which called on the U.S. Govern-
ment to seek the agreement of other
governments to a proposed global trea-
ty requiring the preparation of an
international environmental assess-
ment for any major project, action, or
continuing activity which may be rea-
sonably expected to have a significant
adverse effect on the physical environ-
ment or environmental interests of an-
other nation or a global commons
area—Senate Resolution 49, May 18,
1978, Report No. 95–990, July 17, 1978

My proposed Environmental Impact
Assessment Treaty did not aim to pro-
hibit a state from carrying out activi-
ties, but rather required it to make a
detailed assessment of the impact this
activity would have, and to commu-
nicate this information to the affected
countries. As such, it would play a cru-
cial part in ensuring that the United
States would not be negatively im-
pacted by the activities of another
state. Alternatively, when the activity
was to have an impact on a global com-
mons area, the United Nations Envi-
ronment Programme [UNEP] was to be
the recipient of that information.

The United Nations Environment
Programme was created in the
aftermaths of the United Nations Con-
ference on the Human Environment,
held in Stockholm in 1972. This con-
ference represented the first concerted
effort on the part of all nations to inte-
grate human development and the pro-
tection of the environment and natural
resources for future generations. UNEP
has now become the legal entity where
most international environmental pro-
grams are either initiated or hosted
and, as such, is widely recognized as a
useful and efficient arm of the United
Nations.

The United States has truly been a
visionary in this respect, as the ideas
embedded in my 1978 resolution were
later endorsed in a number of inter-
national environmental legal instru-
ments. The United Nations Environ-
ment Programme itself endorsed this
view when its governing council adopt-
ed a series of goals and principles that
specify how important these assess-
ments can be, and how and when they
should be carried out.

Building on these goals and prin-
ciples, the U.S. Government, along
with other members of the United Na-
tions Economic Commission for Eu-

rope, signed the Convention on Envi-
ronmental Impact Assessment in a
Transboundary Context, done at Espoo,
Finland on February 25, 1991. While my
1978 resolution initially called for a
global treaty applying to all activities
worldwide, much of the reflection that
followed led to a breakthrough in
thinking with which I agree, namely
that a regional approach would be
more suited.

The Espoo Convention is a perfect ex-
ample, as it embodies the commitment
by member states to the U.S. Economic
Commission of Europe to act in a pre-
cautionary manner when dealing with
transboundary activities. The conven-
tion highlights how and when environ-
mental impact assessments need to be
carried out, and an annex to the con-
vention lists the activities that will
trigger their application. Because dif-
ferent countries in different areas of
the world carry out different activities,
separate regional conventions, along
with specific lists of triggering activi-
ties, are more appropriate than one
global treaty.

Even after the Espoo Convention was
signed in 1991, other international legal
instruments highlighted the need for
Environmental Impact Assessments. In
1992, at the conclusion of the United
Nations Conference on Environment
and Development—the Rio Earth Sum-
mit—more than 180 participating na-
tions adopted the Rio Declaration of
Principles on Environment and Devel-
opment. Principle 17 of the declaration
states that environmental impact as-
sessment, as a national instrument,
shall be undertaken for proposed ac-
tivities that are likely to have a sig-
nificant adverse impact on the environ-
ment and are subject to a decision of a
competent national authority.

This was but the latest indication of
the endorsement by the whole inter-
national community of environmental
impact assessment as a means to en-
suring that human activities with a
view to enhancing human betterment
are undertaken in environmentally
sound ways.

On October 7, 1992, the Senate gave
its advice and consent to the protocol
on environmental protection to the
Antarctic Treaty, signed in Madrid on
October 4, 1991—Treaty Doc. 102–22.
This protocol builds upon the Ant-
arctic Treaty to extend and improve
the treaty’s effectiveness as a mecha-
nism for ensuring the protection of the
Antarctic environment. Among other
obligations, it requires application of
environmental impact assessment pro-
cedures to activities undertaken in
Antarctica for which advance notice is
required under the Antarctic Treaty.
Annex I of the protocol sets out dif-
ferent environmental impact assess-
ment procedures that apply according
to whether the proposed activities are
identified as having less than a minor
or transitory impact, a minor or tran-
sitory impact, or more than a minor or
transitory impact. This is a very ra-
tional approach to environmental im-

pact assessment, an approach to which
the Senate gave its advice and consent,
and the same approach that my 1978
resolution embodied.

As previously noted, the United
States has pursued the objectives of
my 1978 resolution—Senate Resolution
49—by becoming a party to the Espoo
regional convention of the United Na-
tions Economic Commission of Europe.
This convention represents the consen-
sus between the United States and its
industrialized allies that the best way
to proceed is to require environmental
impact assessments before
transboundary activities are carried
out. As I have explained before, re-
gional treaties are the best possible ap-
proach because they allow taking into
account the particularities of the re-
gion at hand. What the United States
and its allies have achieved must now
be duplicated by other states, in other
regions, so that the adoption of envi-
ronmental impact assessment truly be-
comes a standard precautionary meas-
ure.

Consequently, the resolution I intro-
duce today builds upon my 1978 resolu-
tion—Senate Resolution 49—by urging
the administration to encourage other
states to pursue the negotiation of ap-
propriate environmental impact assess-
ment requirements in other regional
treaties. My resolution acknowledges
the history of international efforts car-
ried out since 1978 and allows the Sen-
ate to endorse once more these impor-
tant goals.
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NOTICE OF HEARING

SUBCOMMITTEE ON POST OFFICE AND CIVIL
SERVICE

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I would
like to announce that the Subcommit-
tee on Post Office and Civil Service, of
the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs, will hold a hearing on July 26,
1995. The Postmaster General of the
United States will present the Annual
Report of the Postal Service.

The hearing is scheduled for 9:30 a.m.
in room 342 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. For further information,
please contact Pat Raymond, staff di-
rector, at 224–2254.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. COHEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Energy and Natural Resources
be granted permission to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, July 19, 1995, for purposes of con-
ducting a full committee business
meeting which is scheduled to begin at
8:30 a.m. The purpose of this meeting is
to consider S. 852, the Livestock Graz-
ing Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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